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Abstract
Though clinicians can predict which patients are at risk for developing metastases, traditional therapies often prove
ineffective and metastatic disease is the primary cause of cancer patient death; therefore, there is a need to develop
anti-metastatic therapies that can be administered over long durations to specifically inhibit the motility of cancer
cells. Withania somnifera root extracts (WRE) have anti-proliferative activity and the active component, Withaferin A,
inhibits the pro-metastatic protein, vimentin. Vimentin is an intermediate filament protein and is part of the epithelial to
mesenchymal transition (EMT) program to promote metastasis. Here, we determined whether WRE standardized to
Withaferin A (sWRE) possesses anti-metastatic activity and whether it inhibits cancer motility via inhibition of vimentin
and the EMT program. Several formulations of sWRE were created to enrich for Withaferin A and a stock solution of
sWRE in EtOH could recover over 90% of the Withaferin A found in the original extract powder. This sWRE
formulation inhibited breast cancer cell motility and invasion at concentrations less than 1µM while having negligible
cytotoxicity at this dose. sWRE treatment disrupted vimentin morphology in cell lines, confirming its vimentin
inhibitory activity. To determine if sWRE inhibited EMT, TGF-β was used to induce EMT in MCF10A human
mammary epithelial cells. In this case, sWRE prevented EMT induction and inhibited 3-D spheroid invasion. These
studies were taken into a human xenograft and mouse mammary carcinoma model. In both models, sWRE and
Withaferin A showed dose-dependent inhibition of tumor growth and metastatic lung nodule formation with minimal
systemic toxicity. Taken together, these data support the hypothesis that low concentrations of sWRE inhibit cancer
metastasis potentially through EMT inhibition. Moreover, these doses of sWRE have nearly no toxicity in normal
mouse organs, suggesting the potential for clinical use of orally administered WRE capsules.
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Introduction
Breast cancer is one of the most common cancers among
women in the United States and the second leading cause of
female cancer death [1]. Greater than 90% of breast cancer
patient deaths are attributed to metastatic disease where the
primary tumor has invaded distant sites. Since these metastatic
cells are often highly aggressive, difficult to detect, and
chemoresistant [2], one therapeutic strategy could be to
prevent metastatic disease rather than treat it once it occurs.
The metastatic process can be categorized into three stages-
tumor cell invasion into surrounding tissue, intravasation into
blood or lymphatic vessels, and extravasation into a new host
environment [3-5]. In many cases, metastatic cells undergo
epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT), where genetic and
epigenetic events cause a polarized epithelial cell to become
migratory and invasive [6]. At the molecular level, EMT causes
a gain of vimentin and fibronectin expression, and loss of E-
cadherin at the cell membrane [7,8]. Accumulating evidence
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shows that EMT is a major mechanism driving breast cancer
progression and metastasis [9-13].
Withania somnifera (Ashwagandha) plants are widely used in
East Indian medicine. The W. somnifera root extract (WRE) is
composed of 14 compounds known as withanolides, with
Withaferin A being the most prominent [14-16]. Withaferin A is
a steroidal lactone that induces apoptosis and inhibits tumor
growth by targeting signaling proteins such as P53, FOXO3A,
Notch-1, Hsp90 and STAT3 [17-22]. Withaferin A treatment
leads to cell cycle arrest, increased reactive oxidative stress
[23-26], inhibition of the JAK/STAT pathway [27], inhibition of
angiogenesis [28], and modified cell shape and behavior [29].
Withaferin A also possesses potent anti-invasive activity, which
could potentially be due to its interaction with the pro-migratory
protein vimentin.
Vimentin is type III intermediate filament and classical EMT
protein marker [30]. Though vimentin functions in maintaining
cell structure, it is also a highly dynamic polymer that
assembles and dissembles in a motile cell. When cells undergo
EMT, vimentin expression is increased and this is thought to
provide cells with a more mesenchymal, pro-motile phenotype
[31]. The precise role of vimentin during EMT and development
is unclear, since a vimentin mouse knockout model did not
show severe developmental defects [32]. Additional studies
however did go on to show that these mice had impaired
fibroblast wound healing, and a reduced capacity to contract a
collagen network [33].
Withaferin A is proposed to bind to vimentin through a
covalent modification of cysteine 328 [34], leading to changes
in vimentin morphology and phosphorylation [29]; however,
other data show that mutation of cysteine 328 does not impact
Withaferin A-induced vimentin inhibition [29]. When given intra-
peritoneally (IP), Withaferin A effectively inhibits breast cancer
metastasis and has nearly no observable toxicity [35].
Less is known about the anti-tumor activity of the Withaferin
A parent root extract, WRE. Similar effects are observed on
tumor growth, cell cycle, and angiogenesis with WRE treatment
[36-40] along with immunomodulatory effects in colon and lung
cancer [41,42]. Nevertheless, studies directly comparing WRE
to Withaferin A have not been performed, and its anti-
metastatic activity has not been well studied. Furthermore,
WRE possesses several advantages over Withaferin A, since it
can be given orally in a capsule and the active withanolides
could have pharmacological synergy; therefore, we wanted to
determine the anti-metastatic efficacy of WRE standardized
(sWRE) to the pure active component, Withaferin A, in breast
cancer. We showed that sWRE can inhibit human breast
cancer cell invasion in vitro and metastasis in both allograft and
xenograft breast cancer mouse models, similar to the pure
small molecule Withaferin A. sWRE induces vimentin
reorganization and morphologic cellular changes in human
breast cancer cells and, importantly, inhibits EMT induction in
normal human mammary epithelial cells. Our results shed light
on the potential of sWRE as a novel complementary alternative
medicine used as an anti-metastatic preventative therapy in
high-risk breast cancer patients.
Methods
Reagents and antibodies
WFA was purchased from Chromadex (Irvine, CA) and WRE
was provided by Verdure Sciences (Noblesville, IN) with the
certificate of analysis stating that it is free of heavy metals,
bacteria, and fungus. The antibody against vimentin was
purchased from Sigma (St. Louis, MO), E-cadherin from BD
Biosciences (Bedford, MA), fibronectin from Abcam
(Cambridge, MA), and GAPDH from Cell Signaling (Beverly,
MA).
sWRE preparation
100% ethanol was heated to 60°C and then mixed with WRE
to the concentration of 250mg/ml for 30 minutes in a glass
beaker. Distilled H2O was then slowly added to lower the
ethanol concentration to 90%, and stirring continued for
another 30 minutes. The mixture was then spun at 4000rpm in
a centrifuge for 15 minutes at room temperature and the
supernatant was collected. The supernatant was then passed a
0.22µm filter, aliquoted, and kept at -80°C for future use.
Cell lines and culture conditions
Human MDA-MB-231 (ATCC # HTB-26), MCF-7 (# HTB-22)
and T47D (# HTB-133) breast cancer cell lines were purchased
from the American Type Culture Collection (ATCC, Manassas,
VA). Hs578-T, HCC1806 and MDA-MB-468 human breast
cancer cell lines were provided by Dr. O, Regan (Emory
University [45]). Human MCF10A mammary epithelial cell line
was provided by Dr. Vertino (Emory University [45]). Murine
breast carcinoma 4T1 cells were provided by Dr. Dewhirst
(Duke University [35,45]). T47D and HCC1806 were grown in
RPMI 1640 with 10% FBS. MDA-MB-231, MCF-7, Hs578-T,
MDA-MB-468 and 4T1 were grown in DMEM 10% FBS.
MCF10A cells were grown in DMEM/F12 supplemented with
5% FBS, 20ng/ml EGF, 0.5µg/ml Hydrocortisone, 100ng/ml
cholera toxin, and 10µg/ml insulin. All cell lines were
maintained in a humidified incubator at 37°C in a 5% CO2
atmosphere.
Cytotoxicity assay
The Promega CellTiter 96® AQueous Non-Radioactive Cell
Proliferation Assay (MTS) was performed for determining the in
vitro cytotoxicity of sWRE. Briefly, cells were cultured in 96-well
plates overnight and then treated with sWRE at the indicated
concentration for 72 hours. Cell viability was assessed by
determining the absorbance at 490nm as described by the
manufacturer (Promega, Madison, WI). Cell viability was
expressed as: Aexp group /Acontrol X 100.
In vitro wound healing assay
A cell migration wounding assay was performed as
described previously [43]. Cells were cultured in 6 wells plate to
100% confluency. After wounding with a pipette tip, cells were
washed with PBS and new media with the respective
concentration of sWRE was added. Cells then were allowed to
migrate for 24 hours at 37°C. Images of cells were taken at
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time 0 and 24 hours with an Olympus IX51 widefield
microscope (Center Valley, PA) at 5X magnification with a
Hamamatsu Orca ER CCD camera.
Matrigel invasion assay
Cell invasion was assayed using the Roche xCelligence
RTCA DP (Real-Time Cell Analyzer Dual Plate) Instrument
(Indianapolis, IN). DMEM with 10% FBS was added into the
bottom chamber of a CIM-Plate 16. 250µg/milliliter Matrigel (BD
Biosciences) was polymerized in the wells of the top chamber
for 1 hour at 37°C. Serum free media was added to the top
chamber, incubated for 30 minutes at 37°C, and a background
measurement was taken. Cells were pretreated with different
concentrations of sWRE in serum free media over night. These
cells were then added to the top chamber and the plate was
incubated in 37°C with the xCelligence plate reader.
Impedance measurements were taken in the bottom well and
the impedance increase correlates to increasing numbers of
migrated cells. Changes in impedance, which is reflected by
the cell invasion index values, were monitored for at least 24
hours.
Western blotting
Protein levels in cell lysates were measure using a standard
BCA assay. Cell lysates in sample buffer were separated on a
10% SDS-PAGE gels, and were transferred to PVDF
membranes (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA). After blocking with 5%
fat-free milk-containing TBST, the membranes were separately
incubated with antibodies to vimentin, E-cadherin, fibronectin,
and GAPDH at room temperature for 2 hours. Membranes
were then washed and incubated with horseradish peroxidase
conjugated secondary antibodies for 1 hour. The bands were
detected using Amersham ECL Plus reagents and then
exposed to film.
Confocal imaging
Cells were cultured on glass cover slips and treated with
sWRE for 24 hours. Cells were then fixed and processed for
immunofluorescence microscopy as previously described [35].
Cells were stained using a primary anti-vimentin antibody and
secondary Alexa 488-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG.
Coverslips were mounted onto slides and imaged using Zeiss
LSM510 META confocal microscope with a 40X Plan-
NEOFLUAR oil objective (NA 1.3).
Real-time PCR
Total RNA was isolated from cells using the RNeasy Mini kit
(Qiagen, Valencia, CA) and pretreated with DNase I. cDNA
was then synthesized using random hexamer primers and
MMLV- reverse transcriptase. Target-specific primers were
used to amplify cDNA in triplicate using a reaction mixture that
contained 1µl of the appropriately diluted cDNA sample,
0.2µmol/l primers and 12.5µl of IQ SYBR Green supermix (Bio-
Rad). 18S rRNA was amplified from the same samples as an
internal control. The reaction was subjected to a hot start for 3
min at 95°C and 40 cycles of 95°C, 10 s; 55°C (18S) or 63°C
(vimentin), 30 sec. Primers for real-time PCR analysis were for
vimentin: 5’ AATGGCTCGTCACCTTCGTGAA3’ and 5’
CAGATTAGTTTCCCTCAGGTTCAG3’ and for 18S, 5’
GAGGGAGCCTGAGAAACG G3’ and 5’
GTCGGGAGTGGGTAATTT GC3’
Three dimensional spheroid invasion assay
Agarose-coated plates were made by loading each well with
0.75% agarose in DMEM with 10% FBS. After gelation,
MCF10A cells were added into the wells and incubated at
37°C. Cell spheroids formed within 3-5 days. 5-10 spheroids
were mixed with Matrigel in DMEM or DMEM plus sWRE. The
mixture was placed in the middle of a 35 mm imaging petri dish
with a #1.5 coverslip (MatTek Corporation) and then
sandwiched on top with an additional cover slip. The dish was
then placed in a 37 °C incubator for 30 min to allow for Matrigel
polymerization, then 2ml of DMEM with 10% FBS was added.
The dish was transferred to the live cell PerkinElmer Ultraview
ERS spinning disk confocal microscope [44] and images were
acquired using 20X Zeiss objective (NA 0.75) every 20 minutes
for 24 hours with a Hamamatsu Orca ER camera.
In vivo sWRE toxicity study
Eight week old female Balb/c mice were purchased from
Harlan and housed in the Winship Cancer Animal Models
facility according to our approved IACUC protocol. Mice were
kept in groups of five per cage and fed with AIN76A control diet
and water ad libitum. The mice were randomized into 3 groups
of 3 mice per group and treated by oral gavage with either
vehicle (9% ethanol) or vehicle containing sWRE at 4, and
8mg/kg body weight, 3 times a week for 4 weeks. Mice body
weight was recorded each time after oral gavage. After 4
weeks of treatment, mice were sacrificed and organs (heart,
lung, liver, spleen and kidney) were collected and sent for
pathological analysis. Toxic effects were evaluated by a
blinded veterinarian pathologist based upon the presence of
inflammation, necrosis and fibrosis using a scale from normal
(1+) to moderate (3+).
Mammary carcinoma model
All mouse studies were performed in accordance with our
approved Emory University Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee protocol. Eight weeks old female Balb/c mice were
divided randomly into 4 groups with 10 mice in each group. 106
4T1 cells in PBS were injected subcutaneously into the
mammary fat pad of each mouse. One week after injection,
sWRE were given by oral gavage with either vehicle or vehicle
containing sWRE at 1, 4, and 8mg/kg body weight 3 times a
week for 4 weeks. Withaferin A was intraperitoneally injected
by dissolving in 10% DMSO, 20% Cremophor-EL and 50%
PBS at 1, 4, and 8mg/kg 3 times a week for 4 weeks. The
tumor volume was recorded before gavage using calipers with
volume=(width)2 x length/2. Mice were sacrificed after 4 weeks
of treatment and metastatic lung nodules were counted under a
dissecting microscope. For H&E staining, the lung and primary
tumor from vehicle and sWRE-treated mice were fixed in 10%
neutral-buffered formalin, processed, embedded in paraffin,
and sectioned at 5µm thickness. Representative tumor sections
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from vehicle control, sWRE-treated, and Withaferin A-treated
mice were processed for H&E staining.
Xenograft mouse breast cancer model
All mouse studies were performed in accordance with our
approved Emory University Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee protocol. Eight week old female athymic nude
Foxn1nu mouse were purchased from Harlan and housed in
the Winship Cancer Animal Models facility. Mice were kept in
groups of five per cage and fed with AIN76A control diet and
water ad libitum. Mice were divided randomized into 7 groups
with 10 mice in each group and 106 MDA-MB-231 cells in PBS
were injected subcutaneously into the mammary fat pad of
each mouse. One week after injection, mice were treated with
vehicle (9% ethanol), vehicle containing sWRE at 1, 4, and
8mg/kg by oral gavage, or intraperitoneally injected with
Withaferin A dissolved in 10% DMSO, 20% Cremophor-EL and
50% PBS at 1, 4, and 8mg/kg 3 times a week for 4 weeks. The
tumor volume was recorded before gavage. Mice were
sacrificed after 4 weeks of treatment and metastatic lung
nodules were counted under a dissecting microscope. For H&E
staining, the lung and tumor from vehicle and sWRE-treated
mice were fixed in 10% neutral-buffered formalin, processed,
embedded in paraffin and sectioned at 5µm thickness.
Representative tumor sections from control and sWRE-treated
mice were processed for H&E staining.
Statistical Analysis
Data were analyzed statistically using GraphPad Prism for
Windows (version 5). One-way ANOVA was carried out to
compare the mean of lung nodules among the experimental
groups. Linear mixed effects model was used to compare the
mean tumor volumes among the groups. Values of p<0.05
were considered significant.
Results
WRE Standardization, Solubility, and Cytotoxicity
WRE powder was solubilized in H2O or 90% ethanol (EtOH)
at different concentrations to determine optimal conditions to
standardize WRE (sWRE) to the pure small molecule
Withaferin A. The concentration of Withaferin A in each sWRE
formulation was measured by HPLC (Figure 1A) and the
recovery rate of Withaferin A after solubulization was
calculated for each sample (Figure 1B). The content of
Withaferin A compared to other withanolides using HPLC is
shown in Table 1. When sWRE at 250mg/ml was dissolved in
water, the Withaferin A recovery rate was 4%. The largest
percent recovery of Withaferin A in water was 16%, observed
at a starting concentration of 10 mg/ml sWRE. In contrast,
when WRE powder was dissolved in 90% EtOH the Withaferin
A recovery rate ranged from 80-92%. These results show that
re-solubilization of sWRE in 90% EtOH is clearly superior to
that in H2O. To estimate the long-term stability of the WRE
stock solution in 90% EtOH, HPLC analysis was done on WRE
after 6 and 12 months of storage at -80°C. The results show
that about 90% of the initial Withaferin A can be detected after
6 months, and about 80% after 12 months (Figure 1C, D).
To assess cytotoxicity, breast cancer cell lines were treated
with increasing concentrations of Withaferin A-standardized
WRE (sWRE) for 24 and 72 hours (Figure 2A, B). Among the
six cell lines tested, four (MDA-MB-468, HCC 1806, Hs587-T,
and MDA-MB-231) are triple negative breast cancer cell lines
[45]. Since Withaferin A is a vimentin-targeting agent [30,34],
vimentin expression along with other EMT markers were
assessed in the cell lines. Two of the four triple negative cell
lines, (Hs578-T and MDA-MB-231) were vimentin-positive and
all other cell lines were vimentin-negative. These vimentin
positive cell lines also exhibited EMT induction since they
displayed E-cadherin loss and were fibronectin positive (Figure
2C). Interestingly, different sensitivity to sWRE was observed
across the six cell lines, where the two most sensitive cell lines,
Hs578-T and MDA-MB 231, were vimentin-positive with a 72
hour IC50 of 0.5µM and 0.4µM respectively (Figure 2B). The
vimentin-negative cell lines had IC50s that ranged from 1.2µM
to 4.0µM. To probe this, cytotoxicity assays were performed in
isogenic control and vimentin siRNA depleted MDA-MB 231
cells. In this case, vimentin depleted cells show a minor
Figure 1.  Withaferin A recovery in sWRE.  sWRE powder
was dissolved in different solvents and the concentration (A)
and recovery rate (B) of Withaferin A in sWRE was measured
by HPLC. The stability of Withaferin A in sWRE (90% EtOH
stock solution) over time is shown in a bar graph with the
absolute (C) and relative (D) Withaferin A concentration.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g001
Table 1. Withanolides in WRE by HPLC.
Withanolides Concentration (mg/ml) Percentage (%)
Withaferin A 5.88 79.03
Withanoside V 0.356 4.78
12-Deoxywithastramonolide 1.06 14.25
Withanolide A 0.136 1.83
Withanolne 0.0137 0.18
Total Withanolides 7.44 100.00
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.t001
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decrease in sWRE cytotoxicity compared to isogenic control
cells (Figure 2D).
sWRE inhibits breast cancer cell motility and invasion,
and disrupts vimentin morphology
We have previously shown the Withaferin A inhibits breast
cancer cell motility and metastasis [35]; therefore, we sought to
determine if sWRE shows anti-invasive efficacy. The effect of
sWRE on the cell motility of triple negative breast cancer cells
(human MDA-MB-231 and mouse 4T1) was tested using a
wound healing assay. WRE inhibits cell motility in a dose-
dependent manner after 24 hours of treatment at 0.5µM in both
cell lines (Figure 3A,B). An expanded experiment at lower
doses in MDA-MB 231 cells shows inhibition of cell motility at
0.25 µM as well (Figure S1). We then wanted to determine how
sWRE impacts cell motility when vimentin protein is absent.
This experiment was first attempted in MCF7 and MDA MB 468
breast carcinoma cells, both of which do not have detectable
vimentin by western blotting; however in these cases, cells
were also not motile so the experiment could not be performed
(data not shown). Instead, we used the lung epithelial cell line,
BEAS-2B, which lacks vimentin (Figure S1-B) and shows some
motility. sWRE had a 24 hr anti-proliferative IC50 of 2.9µM and
a 48 hr IC50 of 1.9 µM (Figure S1-C). In a wounding assay,
lower doses of sWRE (0.125 to 1 µM) below the IC50 had nearly
no impact on cell motility (Figure S1-D). It was not until
treatment with 2 µM sWRE which is near the 24 hr anti-
proliferative IC50, did we observe appreciable inhibition of
motility (Figure S1-D).
The anti-invasive activity of sWRE was tested using a real
time Matrigel invasion assay in a Boyden chamber. sWRE was
again able to significantly inhibit cell invasion in both cell lines
at doses as low as 0.25µM in 4T1 and 0.5µM in MDA-MB-231
cells (Figure 3C, D). These results show that sWRE inhibits cell
motility and is anti-invasive in triple negative breast cancer
cells.
Since Withaferin A inhibits vimentin [30,34], we explored
whether sWRE has similar vimentin-disrupting ability. Vimentin
immunofluorescence in control MDA-MB-231 cells show that
vimentin is networked throughout the spindle-shaped
cytoplasm; however, upon sWRE treatment (0.5µM and 1.0µM)
for 16 hours, cells were not as elongated and the vimentin
network was abolished (Figure 3E). Instead, vimentin
accumulated as a perinuclear bundle in most cells, which is
similar to the effect of pure Withaferin A [35]. Furthermore,
sWRE did not decrease total cellular protein levels until 48 hrs
of treatment (Figure S2), suggesting that this is not due to a
defect in total protein synthesis. Therefore, based upon these
observations we conclude that sWRE also possesses vimentin
inhibitory activity at low doses.
Figure 2.  sWRE cytotoxicity in breast cancer cell lines.  (A and B) Line graphs showing the % survival of six breast cancer cell
lines treated with increasing concentrations of sWRE for 24 (A) and 72 (B) hours. (C) Western blot showing EMT markers in
different breast cancer lines. Triple negative breast cancer cell lines are indicated with an asterisk. (D) (left) Western blot showing
successful vimentin siRNA depletion (right) Cytotoxciity assay using sWRE in isogenic control and vimentin siRNA depleted cells.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g002
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Figure 3.  sWRE inhibits migration and invasion in MDA-MB-231 and 4T1 cell lines.  (A and B) Cell wounding assay in (A)
MDA-MB-231 and (B) 4T1 cells treated with increasing concentrations of sWRE for 24 hours. (C and D) Line graph showing the rate
of cellular invasion through Matrigel embedded in a Boyden chamber in (C) MDA-MB-231 and (D) 4T1 cells treated with increasing
concentrations of sWRE. (E) Confocal immunofluorescence imaging of vimentin (green), actin (red), and DAPI (blue) in MDA-
MB-231 cells treated with 9% EtOH control, 0.5µM or 1.0µM sWRE.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g003
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sWRE prevents TGFβ-induced EMT
Since vimentin plays a key role in EMT, we wanted to test if
sWRE could inhibit EMT and EMT-induced motility in breast
cancer. To test this, we used MCF10A cells, where treatment
with 4ng/ml TGFβ causes these cells to undergo EMT, as
assessed by an increase in the mesenychmal markers vimentin
and fibronectin, and loss of the epithelial marker, E-cadherin
[8,9]. These data show that sWRE inhibits MCF10A motility in a
wound healing assay with TGFβ (Figure 4C) at doses similar to
those used in 4T1 and MDA-MB-231cell lines (Figure 3). To
assess how sWRE impacts EMT, MCF10A cells were treated
with TGFβ in the presence of sWRE or Withaferin A. TGFβ
alone induced vimentin and fibronectin protein expression and
decreased E-cadherin protein levels indicating successful EMT
induction. In contrast, treatment with 500nM sWRE or 500nM
Withaferin A potently inhibited TGFβ-induced EMT by keeping
vimentin and fibronectin at pre-induction levels and increasing
E-cadherin levels (Figure 4A, B). To determine if this occurs at
the transcriptional level, real-time PCR of the vimentin
transcript was performed and these results showed that TGFβ
increased vimentin mRNA as expected, but sWRE did not
impact vimentin mRNA levels (Figure 4D), similar to that
observed using Withaferin A [30]. Therefore the results show
that sWRE does not inhibit vimentin expression at the mRNA
level but rather on the protein level.
These studies were then moved into a spheroid model of
invasion to determine if sWRE inhibits EMT-induced invasion.
In this model, TGFβ induced potent invasion into the Matrigel
extracellular matrix using live cell imaging to visualize invasion
(Figure 4E, Movie S1); however, upon treatment with doses as
low as 100nM sWRE, invasion was potently inhibited (Figure
4E, Movie S2). Taken together, these results show that sWRE
can inhibit EMT and EMT-induced motility and invasion.
sWRE in vivo toxicity
To study the anti-metastatic efficacy of sWRE in vivo, sWRE
toxicity was first assessed in normal female BALB/c mouse.
Mice were given either 4 or 8 mg/kg sWRE in 9% EtOH and the
mean body weight gain after 35 days in treated mice were not
significantly different from the control group given 9% EtOH
alone (Figure 5A). After four weeks of treatment, the histology
of the heart, lung, liver, spleen and kidney were graded for
fibrosis, necrosis and inflammation. Histological data show no
significant difference between sWRE-treated and vehicle
control groups (Figure 5B, C).
sWRE anti-metastatic efficacy
To determine the anti-metastatic efficacy of sWRE and
compare it to Withaferin A in a mouse model, the mouse
mammary carcinoma 4T1 metastatic model was used. This
model develops metastatic lesions in the lung, liver, and spleen
4-6 weeks post-injection of cells into the mammary fat pad.
Mice were divided randomly into 4 groups with 10 mice in each
group, and sWRE was given by oral gavage and Withaferin A
by i.p. injection at 1, 4, and 8 mg/kg 3 times per week for 4
weeks. The dose range was selected based on the previous
sWRE toxicity experiment in the BALB/c mouse (Figure 5). At
all doses, primary tumor volume was decreased after 36 days
of treatment with sWRE or Withaferin A (Figure 6A, B).
Representative gross specimens of primary tumors show that
both sWRE and Withaferin A treated tumors were smaller
(Figure 6C). Importantly, the number of metastatic lung nodules
significantly decreased in both 4 and 8 mg/kg groups in sWRE
and Withaferin A treated mice (Figure 6D, E, and examples in
Figure 6G). H&E staining confirmed the presence of micro-
metastatic lesions in the lung (Figure 6F).
To further test the anti-metastatic efficacy of sWRE, a similar
experiment using a xenograft model with human metastatic
breast cancer MDA-MB-231 cells was performed. Cells were
injected subcutaneously into the mammary fat pad of female
athymic nude mice. Mice were administrated sWRE by oral
gavage and Withaferin A by i.p. injection at concentration of 1,
4, and 8mg/kg 3 times a week for 4 weeks. Primary tumor
Figure 4.  sWRE inhibits TGFβ1-induced EMT in MCF10A
cells.  (A) Western blot of vimentin in TGFβ1-stimulated
MCF10A cells treated with increasing concentrations of sWRE.
(B) Western blot of vimentin, fibronectin, and E-cadherin in
TGFβ1 stimulated MCF10A cells treated with 500nM sWRE or
Withaferin A. (C) Cell migration in wound-healing assay with
increasing concentrations of WRE. (D) Relative vimentin
mRNA levels detected by real-time PCR in TGFβ1-stimulated
MCF10A cells treated with 500nM sWRE or WFA. (E) Live cell
time lapse images of MCF10A 3D spheroids embedded in
Matrigel and stimulated with TGFβ1. Cell were treated with 9%
EtOH control, or 100nM or 500nM sWRE.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g004
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volume was inhibited by sWRE at 4 and 8mg/kg doses.
Similarly Withaferin A treatment also resulted in a reduction in
tumor volume at 4 and 8mg/kg dose (Figure 7A, B).
Importantly, both sWRE and Withaferin A showed similar
efficacy and decreased the number of metastatic nodules in the
lung at 8 mg/kg (Figure 7C, D).
Discussion
Our data show that sWRE has similar anti-metastatic efficacy
to pure Withaferin A in two in vivo mouse models (Figures 6
and 7). Specifically, sWRE significantly decreased metastatic
lung nodule formation in the 4T1 model when given orally at 4
or 8 mg/kg and at 8 mg/kg in the MDA-MB-231 xenograft
model, where in general sWRE had a more graded, dose-
dependent effect on metastatic lung nodule formation. These
results are similar to those observed with pure Withaferin A,
which inhibited metastatic lung nodules at 4 and 8 mg/kg in
both models (Figures 6 and 7). Furthermore, sWRE had nearly
no toxicity based upon pathological analysis and monitoring of
mouse weight at 8 mg/kg (Figure 5), which is similar to the
previous observation that pure Withaferin A given i.p. also had
minimal toxicity at a similar concentration [35]. Therefore,
based upon these in vivo mouse studies we conclude that oral
Figure 5.  Toxicity of sWRE in female BALB/c mice.  (A) Relative body weight in mice treated with vehicle, or sWRE at 4mg/kg
and 8mg/kg. (B) Histological grading of inflammation, fibrosis, and necrosis in organs from mice treated with vehicle (9% EtOH) or
sWRE at 8mg/kg. (C) Representative images of H&E stained histological sections.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g005
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Figure 6.  Anti-metastatic activity of sWRE and Withaferin A in an allograft breast cancer mouse model.  (A and B) Mean
tumor volume in mice treated with 1, 4, 8mg/kg of (A) sWRE or (B) Withaferin A (WFA) (* p<0.05 compared to control). (C)
Representative images of the primary tumor in sWRE or WFA treated mice. (D and E) Bar graph showing the mean number of
metastatic lung nodules in (D) sWRE or (E) WFA-treated mice (* p<0.05 compared to control). (F) Representative H&E staining
images showing the histology of metastatic nodules in mouse lung; two examples shown. (G) Representative images of lung
metastatic nodules (black arrows) in mice treated with vehicle control (9% EtOH) or sWRE or WFA at 8mg/kg.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g006
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administration of sWRE has similar anti-metastatic efficacy as
pure Withaferin A. Furthermore, these data would suggest that
oral administration of WRE capsules that contain active
Withaferin A could retain anti-metastatic efficacy in a clinical
setting.
sWRE also inhibits cell motility and invasion in vitro at 0.5µM
(Figure 3), which is well below its cytotoxic 24hr IC50 of 8µM or
higher depending on the cell line (Figure 2). These data
suggest that its ability to inhibit cell motility is distinct from its
anti-proliferative activity, and thus may not be due to general
cytotoxicity. We propose that inhibition of motility, could occur
via vimentin inhibition, since we observed a prominent
disruption of vimentin morphology in cells treated at 0.5µM and
1µM sWRE. It was previously shown that Withaferin A can bind
directly to vimentin [28] and also disrupt vimentin morphology
[29,30,35]; therefore, these results with sWRE are consistent
with these previous studies showing vimentin inhibitory activity.
It is important to note that the role of vimentin in cell motility
has remained controversial. Numerous reports show that
vimentin is a classic EMT biomarker that is expressed in
aggressive cell lines and tumors [46-53], and correlates with
high grade cancer and metastatic disease [54-58];
Nevertheless, the precise molecular role of vimentin in cell
motility remains largely undefined and there are several reports
that induced vimentin expression in vimentin null cell lines does
not impact motility [59,60]. Thus, it is still debatable as to why
vimentin expression in certain contexts correlates with invasion
(e.g., metastatic disease) while in other systems re-expression
does not. Though Withaferin A and now sWRE are both shown
to disrupt vimentin, we cannot directly rule out the possibility
Figure 7.  Anti-metastatic activity of sWRE and Withaferin
A in an MDA-MB-231 xenograft breast cancer model.  (A
and B) Mean tumor volume in mice treated with 1, 4, 8mg/kg of
(A) sWRE or (B) WFA (*, p<0.05 compared to vehicle control).
Bar graph showing the mean number of metastatic lung
nodules in (C) sWRE or (D) WFA-treated mice compared to
vehicle control (9% EtOH; * indicated p<0.05 compared to
control).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0075069.g007
that both treatments inhibit metastasis through a vimentin-
independent pathway.
sWRE can prevent EMT induction in the MCF10A EMT
model (Figure 4) at 0.5µM, whereby sWRE treatment reverses
vimentin and fibronectin induction and promotes E-cadherin
expression. Furthermore, sWRE also potently inhibits TGFβ
induced 3-D MCF10A spheroid invasion at both 0.1µM and
0.5µM (supplemental Movies). It remains unclear if the anti-
EMT efficacy of sWRE is tied to its ability to inhibit vimentin, but
one possibility is that vimentin inhibition by sWRE leads to its
degradation and consequently a reversal of the EMT program.
We did not observe changes in the vimentin transcript after
sWRE treatment; therefore, we do not suspect that sWRE
affects transcription of the EMT markers.
Though the major focus of these studies was on metastasis,
it is interesting to note that higher concentrations of sWRE
inhibited cell proliferation (Figure 2). Interestingly, the greatest
anti-proliferative activity was observed in cell lines that were
vimentin-positive suggesting a potential correlation between
vimentin expression and cytotoxicity. Though vimentin is
primarily linked to cell motility, there are reports that it functions
in proliferation [61-64] and perhaps that is responsible for the
observed cytotoxicity.
In triple negative breast cancers (estrogen, progesterone,
and HER-2 negative), vimentin expression is correlated with
poor prognosis as well as an aggressive and metastatic
phenotype [64-68]. We observed that two of the three triple
negative cell lines (MDA-MB-231 and Hs578-T) express
vimentin. These cell lines were also the most sensitive to
sWRE in cytotoxicity assays and sWRE inhibited metastasis in
the MDA-MB-231 xenograft model. Though this data set is
correlative and we cannot directly attribute the sensitivity to
vimentin expression, we believe that these efficacy data
suggest that sWRE has the potential to be used as an anti-
metastatic in vimentin-positive tumors. Additional
pharmacokinetic and pharmcodynamic data with sWRE will
likely prove to be useful and will be the focus of future work.
Supporting Information
Figure S1.  (A) Wounding assay in MDA-MB 231 cells using
low concentrations of sWRE (B) Western blotting of vimentin in
MDA-MB 231 cells and BEAS-2B lung epithelial cells (C) MTT
anti-proliferative assay in BEAS-2B cells with sWRE(D)
Wounding assay in BEAS-2B lung epithelial cells using a range
of sWRE concentrations.
(PDF)
Figure S2.  (A) BCA assay quantifying protein concentration
per cell in MDA-MB 231 cells after treatment at different
timepoints with sWRE (*p<0.05).To do this, the total protein
was divided by the number of cells in the well after treatment.
(B) BCA assay quantifying protein levels per well after
treatment at different timepoints with sWRE (*p<0.05).
(PDF)
Movie S1.  Live cell imaging of MCF10A spheroids embedded
in Matrigel and treated with TGF-beta.Time is in hours.
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Movie S2.  Live cell imaging of MCF10A spheroids embedded
in Matrigel and treated with TGF-beta and sWRE at 100
nM.Time is in hours.
(AVI)
Acknowledgements
We would like to thank the Winship Pathology Core, Emory
Integrated Cellular Imaging Core, and the Winship Cancer
Animal Models Core for their assistance. We would also like to
thank Anthea Hammond for editorial assistance on this
manuscript.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: ZY AG DRP PMV
AIM. Performed the experiments: ZY AG SX DRP AIM.
Analyzed the data: ZY AG SX DRP PMV SS AIM. Contributed
reagents/materials/analysis tools: PMV SS AIM. Wrote the
manuscript: ZY SS AIM.
References
1. American Cancer Society website. Available: http://www.cancer.org/
Cancer/BreastCancer/OverviewGuide/index. Accessed 2013 August
16th.
2. Gunasinghe NP, Wells A, Thompson EW, Hugo HJ (2012)
Mesenchymal-epithelial transition (MET) as a mechanism for metastatic
colonisation in breast cancer. Cancer Metastasis Rev 31(3-4): 469-478.
doi:10.1007/s10555-012-9377-5. PubMed: 22729277.
3. Bacac M, Stamenkovic I (2008) Metastatic cancer cell. Annu Rev
Pathol 3: 221-247. doi:10.1146/annurev.pathmechdis.
3.121806.151523. PubMed: 18233952.
4. Jones SE (2008) Metastatic breast cancer: the treatment challenge.
Clin Breast Cancer 8(3): 224-233. doi:10.3816/CBC.2008.n.025.
PubMed: 18650152.
5. Chaffer CL, Weinberg RA (2011) A perspective on cancer cell
metastasis. Science 331: 1559-1564. PubMed: 21436443.
6. Thiery JP (2002) Epithelial-mesenchymal transitions in tumour
progression. Nat Rev Cancer 2(6): 442-454. doi:10.1038/nrc822.
PubMed: 12189386.
7. Kalluri R, Weinberg RA (2009) The basics of epithelial-mesenchymal
transition. J Clin Invest 119(6): 1420-1428. doi:10.1172/JCI39104.
PubMed: 19487818.
8. Tomaskovic-Crook E, Thompson EW, Thiery JP (2009) Epithelial to
mesenchymal transition and breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res 11(6):
213. doi:10.1186/bcr2416. PubMed: 19909494.
9. Sarrió D, Rodriguez-Pinilla SM, Hardisson D, Cano A, Moreno-Bueno
G et al. (2008) Epithelial-mesenchymal transition in breast cancer
relates to the basal-like phenotype. Cancer Res 68(4): 989-997. doi:
10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-07-2017. PubMed: 18281472.
10. Roxanis I (2013) Occurrence and significance of epithelial-
mesenchymal transition in breast cancer. J Clin Pathol 66(6): 517-521.
doi:10.1136/jclinpath-2012-201348. PubMed: 23322823.
11. Takebe N, Warren RQ, Ivy SP (2011) Breast cancer growth and
metastasis: interplay between cancer stem cells, embryonic signaling
pathways and epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition. Breast Cancer Res
13(3): 211. doi:10.1186/bcr2876. PubMed: 21672282.
12. Hardy KM, Booth BW, Hendrix MJ, Salomon DS, Strizzi L (2010)
ErbB/EGF signaling and EMT in mammary development and breast
cancer. J Mammary Gland Biol Neoplasia 15(2): 191-199. doi:10.1007/
s10911-010-9172-2. PubMed: 20369376.
13. Taylor MA, Parvani JG, Schiemann WP (2010) The pathophysiology of
epithelial-mesenchymal transition induced by transforming growth
factor-beta in normal and malignant mammary epithelial cells. J
Mammary Gland Biol Neoplasia 15(2): 169-190. doi:10.1007/
s10911-010-9181-1. PubMed: 20467795.
14. Ali Mohammed, Shuaib Mohammed, Ansari Shahid Husain (1997)
Withanolides from the stem bark of Withania somniferafla.
Phytochemistry 44(6): 1163-1168. doi:10.1016/
S0031-9422(96)00656-5.
15. Misra L, Mishra P, Pandey A, Sangwan RS, Sangwan NS et al. (2008)
Withanolides from Withania somnifera roots. Phytochemistry 69(4):
1000-1004. doi:10.1016/j.phytochem.2007.10.024. PubMed: 18061221.
16. Chaurasiya ND, Uniyal GC, Lal P, Misra L, Sangwan NS et al. (2008)
Analysis of withanolides in root and leaf of Withania somnifera by
HPLC with photodiode array and evaporative light scattering detection.
Phytochem Anal 19(2): 148-154. doi:10.1002/pca.1029. PubMed:
17879227.
17. Vanden Berghe W, Sabbe L, Kaileh M, Haegeman G, Heyninck K
(2012) Molecular insight in the multifunctional activities of Withaferin A.
Biochem Pharmacol 84(10): 1282-1291. doi:10.1016/j.bcp.
2012.08.027. PubMed: 22981382.
18. Srinivasan S, Ranga RS, Burikhanov R, Han SS, Chendil D (2007)
Par-4-dependent apoptosis by the dietary compound withaferin A in
prostate cancer cells. Cancer Res 67(1): 246-253. doi:
10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-2430. PubMed: 17185378.
19. Stan SD, Hahm ER, Warin R, Singh SV (2008) Withaferin A causes
FOXO3a- and Bim-dependent apoptosis and inhibits growth of human
breast cancer cells in vivo. Cancer Res 68(18): 7661-7669. doi:
10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-08-1510. PubMed: 18794155.
20. Koduru S, Kumar R, Srinivasan S, Evers MB, Damodaran C (2010)
Notch-1 inhibition by Withaferin-A: a therapeutic target against colon
carcinogenesis. Mol Cancer Ther 9(1): 202-210. doi:
10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-09-0771. PubMed: 20053782.
21. Lee J, Hahm ER, Singh SV (2010) Withaferin A inhibits activation of
signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 in human breast
cancer cells. Carcinogenesis 31(11): 1991-1998. doi:10.1093/carcin/
bgq175. PubMed: 20724373.
22. Munagala R, Kausar H, Munjal C, Gupta RC (2011) Withaferin A
induces p53-dependent apoptosis by repression of HPV oncogenes
and upregulation of tumor suppressor proteins in human cervical
cancer cells. Carcinogenesis 32(11): 1697-1705. doi:10.1093/carcin/
bgr192. PubMed: 21859835.
23. Stan SD, Zeng Y, Singh SV (2008) Ayurvedic medicine constituent
withaferin a causes G2 and M phase cell cycle arrest in human breast
cancer cells. Nutr Cancer 60 Suppl 1: 51-60. doi:
10.1080/01635580802381477. PubMed: 19003581.
24. Mayola E, Gallerne C, Esposti DD, Martel C, Pervaiz S et al. (2011)
Withaferin A induces apoptosis in human melanoma cells through
generation of reactive oxygen species and down-regulation of Bcl-2.
Apoptosis 16(10): 1014-1027. doi:10.1007/s10495-011-0625-x.
PubMed: 21710254.
25. Hahm ER, Moura MB, Kelley EE, Van Houten B, Shiva S et al. (2011)
Withaferin A-induced apoptosis in human breast cancer cells is
mediated by reactive oxygen species. PLOS ONE 6(8): e23354. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0023354. PubMed: 21853114.
26. Grogan PT, Sleder KD, Samadi AK, Zhang H, Timmermann BN et al.
(2013) Cytotoxicity of withaferin A in glioblastomas involves induction of
an oxidative stress-mediated heat shock response while altering Akt/
mTOR and MAPK signaling pathways. Invest New Drugs 31(3):
545-557. doi:10.1007/s10637-012-9888-5. PubMed: 23129310.
27. Um HJ, Min KJ, Kim DE, Kwon TK (2012) Withaferin A inhibits JAK/
STAT3 signaling and induces apoptosis of human renal carcinoma Caki
cells. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 427(1): 24-29. doi:10.1016/
j.bbrc.2012.08.133. PubMed: 22982675.
28. Mohan R, Hammers HJ, Bargagna-Mohan P, Zhan XH, Herbstritt CJ et
al. (2004) Withaferin A is a potent inhibitor of angiogenesis.
Angiogenesis 7(2): 115-122. doi:10.1007/s10456-004-1026-3. PubMed:
15516832.
29. Grin B, Mahammad S, Wedig T, Cleland MM, Tsai L et al. (2012)
Withaferin a alters intermediate filament organization, cell shape and
behavior. PLOS ONE 7(6): e39065. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0039065.
PubMed: 22720028.
30. Lahat G, Zhu QS, Huang KL, Wang S, Bolshakov S et al. (2010)
Vimentin is a novel anti-cancer therapeutic target; insights from in vitro
and in vivo mice xenograft studies. PLOS ONE 5(4): e10105. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0010105. PubMed: 20419128.
31. Chung BM, Rotty JD, Coulombe PA (2013) Networking galore:
intermediate filaments and cell migration. Curr Opin Cell Biol, 25: 600–
12. doi:10.1016/j.ceb.2013.06.008. PubMed: 23886476.
32. Colucci-Guyon E, Portier MM, Dunia I, Paulin D, Pournin S et al. (1994)
Mice lacking vimentin develop and reproduce without an obvious
Root Extract Inhibits Metastasis
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 11 September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e75069
phenotype. Cell 79(4): 679-694. doi:10.1016/0092-8674(94)90553-3.
PubMed: 7954832.
33. Eckes B, Colucci-Guyon E, Smola H, Nodder S, Babinet C et al. (2000)
Impaired wound healing in embryonic and adult mice lacking vimentin.
J Cell Sci 113(13): 2455-2462. PubMed: 10852824.
34. Bargagna-Mohan P, Hamza A, Kim YE, Khuan Abby Ho Y, Mor-Vaknin
N et al. (2007) The tumor inhibitor and antiangiogenic agent withaferin
A targets the intermediate filament protein vimentin. Chem Biol 14(6):
623-634. doi:10.1016/j.chembiol.2007.04.010. PubMed: 17584610.
35. Thaiparambil JT, Bender L, Ganesh T, Kline E, Patel P et al. (2011)
Withaferin A inhibits breast cancer invasion and metastasis at sub-
cytotoxic doses by inducing vimentin disassembly and serine 56
phosphorylation. Int J Cancer 129(11): 2744-2755. doi:10.1002/ijc.
25938. PubMed: 21538350.
36. Mathur R, Gupta SK, Singh N, Mathur S, Kochupillai V et al. (2006)
Evaluation of the effect of Withania somnifera root extracts on cell cycle
and angiogenesis. J Ethnopharmacol 105(3): 336-341. doi:10.1016/
j.jep.2005.11.020. PubMed: 16412596.
37. Christina AJ, Joseph DG, Packialakshmi M, Kothai R, Robert SJ et al.
(2004) Anticarcinogenic activity of Withania somnifera Dunal against
Dalton’s ascitic lymphoma. J Ethnopharmacol 93(2-3): 359-361. doi:
10.1016/j.jep.2004.04.004. PubMed: 15234777.
38. Leyon PV, Kuttan G (2004) Effect of Withania somnifera on B16F-10
melanoma induced metastasis in mice. Phytother Res 18(2): 118-122.
doi:10.1002/ptr.1378. PubMed: 15022162.
39. Prakash J, Gupta SK, Dinda AK (2002) Withania somnifera root extract
prevents DMBA-induced squamous cell carcinoma of skin in Swiss
albino mice. Nutr Cancer 42(1): 91-97. doi:10.1207/
S15327914NC421_12. PubMed: 12235655.
40. Prakash J, Gupta SK, Kochupillai V, Singh N, Gupta YK et al. (2001)
Chemopreventive activity of Withania somnifera in experimentally
induced fibrosarcoma tumours in Swiss albino mice. Phytother Res
15(3): 240-244. doi:10.1002/ptr.779. PubMed: 11351360.
41. Senthilnathan P, Padmavathi R, Banu SM, Sakthisekaran D (2006)
Enhancement of antitumor effect of paclitaxel in combination with
immunomodulatory Withania somnifera on benzo(a)pyrene induced
experimental lung cancer. Chem Biol Interact 159(3): 180-185. doi:
10.1016/j.cbi.2005.11.003. PubMed: 16375880.
42. Muralikrishnan G, Dinda AK, Shakeel F (2010) Immunomodulatory
effects of Withania somnifera on azoxymethane induced experimental
colon cancer in mice. Immunol Investig 39(7): 688-698. doi:
10.3109/08820139.2010.487083. PubMed: 20840055.
43. Rodriguez LG, Wu X, Guan JL (2005) Wound-healing assay. Methods
Mol Biol 294: 23-29. PubMed: 15576902.
44. Thaiparambil JT, Eggers CM, Marcus AI (2012) AMPK regulates mitotic
spindle orientation through phosphorylation of myosin regulatory light
chain. Mol Cell Biol 32(16): 3203-3217. doi:10.1128/MCB.00418-12.
PubMed: 22688514.
45. Neve RM, Chin K, Fridlyand J, Yeh J, Baehner FL et al. (2006) A
collection of breast cancer cell lines for the study of functionally distinct
cancer subtypes. Cancer Cell 10(6): 515-527. doi:10.1016/j.ccr.
2006.10.008. PubMed: 17157791.
46. Liu LK, Jiang XY, Zhou XX, Wang DM, Song XL et al. (2010)
Upregulation of vimentin and aberrant expression of E-cadherin/beta-
catenin complex in oral squamous cell carcinomas: correlation with the
clinicopathological features and patient outcome. Mod Pathol 23(2):
213-224. doi:10.1038/modpathol.2009.160. PubMed: 19915524.
47. Hu L, Lau SH, Tzang CH, Wen JM, Wang W et al. (2004) Association
of Vimentin overexpression and hepatocellular carcinoma metastasis.
Oncogene 23(1): 298-302. PubMed: 14647434.
48. Wei J, Xu G, Wu M, Zhang Y, Li Q et al. (2008) Overexpression of
vimentin contributes to prostate cancer invasion and metastasis via src
regulation. Anticancer Res 28(1A): 327-334. PubMed: 18383865.
49. Wang JW, Peng SY, Li JT, Wang Y, Zhang ZP et al. (2009)
Identification of metastasis-associated proteins involved in gallbladder
carcinoma metastasis by proteomic analysis and functional exploration
of chloride intracellular channel 1. Cancer Lett 281(1): 71-81. doi:
10.1016/j.canlet.2009.02.020. PubMed: 19299076.
50. Singh S, Sadacharan S, Su S, Belldegrun A, Persad S et al. (2003)
Overexpression of vimentin: role in the invasive phenotype in an
androgen-independent model of prostate cancer. Cancer Res 63(9):
2306-2311. PubMed: 12727854.
51. Liu Z, Brattain MG, Appert H (1997) Differential display of reticulocalbin
in the highly invasive cell line, MDA-MB-435, versus the poorly invasive
cell line, MCF-7. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 231(2): 283-289. doi:
10.1006/bbrc.1997.6083. PubMed: 9070264.
52. Chang L, Goldman RD (2004) Intermediate filaments mediate
cytoskeletal crosstalk. Nature reviews Molecular cell biology. Nat Rev
Mol Cell Biol 5(8): 601-613. doi:10.1038/nrm1438. PubMed: 15366704.
53. Zeisberg M, Neilson EG (2009) Biomarkers for epithelial-mesenchymal
transitions. J Clin Invest 119(6): 1429-37 PubMed: 19487819.
54. Soltermann A, Tischler V, Arbogast S, Braun J, Probst-Hensch N et al.
(2008) Prognostic significance of epithelial-mesenchymal and
mesenchymal-epithelial transition protein expression in non-small cell
lung cancer. Clin Cancer Res 14(22): 7430-7437. doi:
10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-08-0935. PubMed: 19010860.
55. Al-Saad S, Al-Shibli K, Donnem T, Persson M, Bremnes RM et al.
(2008) The prognostic impact of NF-kappaB p105, vimentin, E-cadherin
and Par6 expression in epithelial and stromal compartment in non-
small-cell lung cancer. Br J Cancer 99(9): 1476-1483. doi:10.1038/
sj.bjc.6604713. PubMed: 18854838.
56. Dauphin M, Barbe C, Lemaire S, Nawrocki-Raby B, Lagonotte E et al.
(2013) Vimentin expression predicts the occurrence of metastases in
non small cell lung carcinomas. Lung Cancer 81(1): 117-122. doi:
10.1016/j.lungcan.2013.03.011. PubMed: 23562674.
57. Kusinska RU, Kordek R, Pluciennik E, Bednarek AK, Piekarski JH et al.
(2009) Does vimentin help to delineate the so-called 'basal type breast
cancer'? J Exp Clin Cancer Res 28: 118. doi:
10.1186/1756-9966-28-118. PubMed: 19695088.
58. Chen MH, Yip GW, Tse GM, Moriya T, Lui PC et al. (2008) Expression
of basal keratins and vimentin in breast cancers of young women
correlates with adverse pathologic parameters. Mod Pathol 21(10):
1183-1191. doi:10.1038/modpathol.2008.90. PubMed: 18536655.
59. Holwell TA, Schweitzer SC, Evans RM (1997) Tetracycline regulated
expression of vimentin in fibroblasts derived from vimentin null mice. J
Cell Sci 110(16): 1947-1956. PubMed: 9296393.
60. Sarria AJ, Nordeen SK, Evans RM (1990) Regulated expression of
vimentin cDNA in cells in the presence and absence of a preexisting
vimentin filament network. J Cell Biol 111(2): 553-565. doi:10.1083/jcb.
111.2.553. PubMed: 1696263.
61. Andreoli JM, Trevor KT (1995) Structural and biological consequences
of increased vimentin expression in simple epithelial cell types. Cell
Motil Cytoskeleton 32(1): 10-25. doi:10.1002/cm.970320103. PubMed:
8674130.
62. Fan LY, He DY, Wang Q, Zong M, Zhang H et al. (2012) Citrullinated
vimentin stimulates proliferation, pro-inflammatory cytokine secretion,
and PADI4 and RANKL expression of fibroblast-like synoviocytes in
rheumatoid arthritis. Scand J Rheumatol 41(5): 354-358. doi:
10.3109/03009742.2012.670263. PubMed: 22765310.
63. Lund N, Henrion D, Tiede P, Ziche M, Schunkert H et al. (2010)
Vimentin expression influences flow dependent VASP phosphorylation
and regulates cell migration and proliferation. Biochem Biophys Res
Commun 395(3): 401-406. doi:10.1016/j.bbrc.2010.04.033. PubMed:
20382123.
64. Domagala W, Markiewski M, Harezga B, Dukowicz A, Osborn M (1996)
Prognostic significance of tumor cell proliferation rate as determined by
the MIB-1 antibody in breast carcinoma: its relationship with vimentin
and p53 protein. Clin Cancer Res 2(1): 147-154. PubMed: 9816101.
65. Choo JR, Nielsen TO (2010) Biomarkers for Basal-like Breast Cancer.
Cancers 2(2): 1040-1065. doi:10.3390/cancers2021040.
66. Sun B, Zhang S, Zhang D, Li Y, Zhao X et al. (2008) Identification of
metastasis-related proteins and their clinical relevance to triple-
negative human breast cancer. Clin Cancer Res 14(21): 7050-7059.
doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-08-0520. PubMed: 18981002.
67. Viale G, Bottiglieri L (2009) Pathological definition of triple negative
breast cancer. Eur J Cancer 45 Suppl 1: 5-10. doi:10.1016/
S0959-8049(09)70011-5. PubMed: 19775600.
68. Yamashita N, Tokunaga E, Kitao H, Hisamatsu Y, Taketani K et al.
(2013) Vimentin as a poor prognostic factor for triple-negative breast
cancer. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol 139(5): 739-746. doi:10.1007/
s00432-013-1376-6. PubMed: 23354842.
Root Extract Inhibits Metastasis
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 12 September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e75069
